ACRL Government Relations Committee
July 12, 2009

Minutes

Present: Jonathan Miller (Chair); Tim Dodge; Charles Kratz; Marvel Maring; Mike McLane; Shawn Nicholson; Marilyn Ochoa; Kara Malenfant; Rickey Best.

Guests: Carrie Russell; Cory Williams.

The meeting opened with a joint meeting with the Copyright Committee.  Cory Williams presented an update on legislation affecting copyright.  HR 801, the Fair Copyright & Research Act proposed by Rep. John Conyers (MI) and co-sponsored by Rep. Steve Cohen (TN), Rep. Darrell Issa (CA), Rep. Robert Wexler (FL), Rep. Trent Franks (AZ), and Rep. Carolyn Maloney (NY) would attempt to use copyright law to negate making taxpayer funded research freely available to the public.  The resolution has been referred to the House Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts and Competition Policy.  ALA is seeking additional champions on the judiciary committee to oppose this legislation.
Orphan Works –last term the Senate passed an Orphan Works act, but the House did not.  The concern over Orphan works is to provide protection for libraries that are unable to identify the copyright holder of an item.  However, the bill as passed last term by the Senate had a number of problems.  Senator Hatch (UT) is interested in reintroducing Orphan Works legislation.  Given the problems with the bill last term, we need to consider whether or not remaining with Fair Use as a defense would be preferable to a poorly designed legislation on orphan works.
Federal Research and Publications Act of 2009 (S. 1373) – Introduced by Senators Lieberman (CT) and Cornyn (TX), the Act would extend free public access to federally funded research conducted by eleven federal agencies.  The aim of the bill is to “provide for Federal Agencies to develop public access policies relating to research conducted by employees of the agency or from funds administered by the agency.”  The bill has been referred to the Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs.  ALA and ACRL are asking members to contact their legislators and ask them to support this legislation.  An effort is being made to identify potential co-sponsors for accompanying legislation in the House.  Jonathan Miller recommended using Capwiz to contact legislators.
Other legislative issues that will be dealt with include LSTA funding, Section 215 of the Patriot Act, Section 108 of the Copyright Act.  All of these are backed up right now because of concerns over healthcare, the stimulus funding, and the Supreme Court Nomination of Sotomayor.  Section 108 of the Copyright Act has been described as being in an exploratory year, with discussion focusing upon visibility issues for handicapped use of databases.    Additionally, the Google Settlement is being watched, with final comments on the proposed settlement being due September 4th.

Carrie Russell discussed issues relating to Traditional Cultural Expression, i.e., materials created by indigenous peoples that are not often in tangible formats.  These items can include oral histories, sacred symbols and other items that native peoples may not want to have available for general public access.  These lie in contrast to the essential mission of libraries to collect preserve and make freely accessible information and materials.  How should the profession respond to these issues?  The Society of American Archivists has protocols regarding the handling of such materials.  Also, the World Intellectual Property Organization is attempting to address the issue by questioning whether copyright should protect these works.  It is important to communicate with the United States delegation to WIPO on this topic, either by going to the WIPO website and providing feedback, or by sending an e-mail to Carrie.
Lorrie Smith of the Copyright Committee reported that the Committee’s program proposal, “Why WIPO: International Copyright” has been accepted.  The Government Relations Committee agreed to co-sponsor the program.  The International Relations Committee will also be asked to co-sponsor.

Government Relations Committee – Miller reported the decision of ACRL to require Vice Chairs of Committees in order to develop continuity.  He asked for volunteers to serve as Vice Chair.  Duties include attending Annual and Midwinter meetings; the ALA Legislative Assembly and the Advocacy Committee, as well as attending National Legislative Day.  Marilyn Ochoa agreed to serve as Vice Chair.

McLane reported on the Legislative Advocacy program.  At present, there are 64 advocates.  The Government Relations Committee has oversight of the program, which has been running for two years now.  McLane submitted a request of the advocates for a report on activities.  Approximately 1/3 of the advocates sent in activity reports; 1/3 are new advocates who were not required to submit a report, and 1/3 did not respond to the request for the report, nor to whether they wished to be reappointed.  The reports show that the advocates have been active in a number of ways – meeting with their legislators (or legislative staff) both in district offices and the capitol; newsletter articles, etc...  McLane asked what to do with those who have not responded to the request for a report on activities?  Should they be reappointed?  McLane noted that a number of the individuals were active in ACRL and were most likely busy and had not had the chance to complete a report.  After discussion, Miller recommended that McLane contact those who had not submitted and again request a report; also that McLane contact those who had not indicated a preference on reappointment and ask them to renew their appointment.  McLane noted that only one advocate whose term had expired did not wish to be reappointed.
Best made a motion to accept McLane’s report; Kratz seconded.  The Committee voted unanimously to accept the report, and to thank McLane for the report and for his service.

Miller reported that the ACRL Board in its Strategic Plan is emphasizing “SMART” goals: Specific, Measurable, Attainable, Realistic, and Timely.  The Government Relations Committee needs to establish goals using the above criteria.  Among the goals identified in the ACRL Strategic Plan are: 1. Strengthen ACRL’s relationships with Higher Education organizations; 2. Enhance ACRL members understanding of how scholars work and the tools and technology systems they use for scholarly productivity; Increase ACRL’s influence in public policy discussions; 4. Increase the recognition of the value of libraries and librarianship by leaders in Higher Education; 5. Support members in the exploration, research, and implementation of new technologies with implications for library service; and 6. Increase membership in ACRL from professionally under-represented groups.

Miller pointed out that goal 3 is a perfect fit for the Committee’s mission.  He suggested that we consider identifying a process goal – i.e., that we identify steps to take to increase legislative advocacy representation.  This would be a multi-year goal, given that we have 64 advocates now and there are 435 legislative districts nationally.  It was suggested that as a first step, we identify key congressional committees and to go after potential advocates who live in those legislative districts (House) and state (Senate).  It was also suggested that the requirements for application as an advocate be simplified, and that there be more training, either virtual or on-site for advocates.  

Miller suggested a potential mentorship program where a seasoned advocate would meet with a new advocate from a nearby district and assist them in understanding the process and perhaps participating in their first office visit.  Kratz noted that it would be useful to know who the legislative advocates from each state are.  Malenfant this information might be available online now, but she will check on this.
McLane noted the recent successful growth in the number of applicants seemed tied to the fact that $250 travel grants for National Legislative Day were offered.  These grants resulted in a 50% growth of the number of advocates.

After further discussion, the following were identified as goals:

1. A five year goal to increase the number of advocates to 435, with representation in all 50 states.

2. Continue the availability of the travel grants.

3. Provide statewide training on advocacy – to be conducted by the legislative chapter representatives.

4. Make information on who is serving as an advocate more open and easily discernible.

5. Simplify the advocacy application.

The ACRL Board wants SMART goals by September 1st.  Miller asked for volunteers to work on drafting SMART goals for the Advocate program.  McLane, Maring, and Best volunteered to work on these.

A second goal was identified to develop a process for the creation of the legislative agenda, and to develop specific timelines for each element of that agenda.  Ochoa and Malenfant will work on this.
The ACRL Board has appointed Linda Kopecky as Board Liaison to the Government Relations committee.  Kopecky gave a brief discussion of her responsibilities to the committee.

Members of the committee asked about the possibility of “virtual” appointments, and possible flexibility on membership terms.  Malenfant suggested that President Lori Goetsch be asked about these issues, but that her feeling was that virtual membership would not be a problem.   Malenfant will  check with President Goetsch regarding virtual membership.
As a final item of business, the minutes from the Midwinter meeting were approved.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Rickey Best
Auburn University at Montgomery
